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first, which was drawn short of the second ? Did the
second wall exist as early as Hezekiah? But if
Hezekiah's pool was within the first wall, and the
.existing pool is Hezekiah's, then Dr. Robinson will
have proved too much; for he will have brought up
the city of David all across the valley of the Tyro-
pceum to the ridge of Acra on which the Holy Se-
pulchre stands, and within " less than a quarter of an
English mile" of the north-west corner of the Temple.'
184, It is necessary then for his argument that he
should clearly show, not only that the pool really was
Hezekiah's, but also that the second wall was built
and bounded the city, in Hezekiah's time. On this
point, however, he does but speak as follows; " Of
the date of this erection," i.e. the second wall, " we
are nowhere informed; but it must probably have
been elder than the time of Hezekiah, who built
within the city a pool, apparently the .same which now
exists under his name."f That is, on the one hand,
Hezekiah's pool was within the second wall, not with-
in the first, because the second wall, not the first, was
in Hezekiah's time the boundary of the city; and on
the other hand, the second wall, not the first, was in
Hezekiah's time the boundary of the city, because
Hezekiah's pool is within, not the first wall, but the
second. Such is the author's proof of the second fact
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